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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)0 Responsive to communjcation(s) filed on 20 June 2001 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal nnatters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) M Claim(s) 1-14 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-14 is/are rejected. 
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* 9)13 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Replacennent drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-14 are pending. 



Abstract 

1. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to due to legalese: "thereby" (pg.27 line 
3). Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 



Drawings 

2, The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) because 
they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the description: 60 and 
80. Corrected drawing sheets, or amendment to the specification to add the reference 
character(s) in the description, are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the appUcation. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include 
all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one 
figure is being amended. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement 
Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the 
drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be 
notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless ~ 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1, 3 and 6-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Herz et al (USPN 6,571,279). 

a. Per claim 1, Herz et al teach a regional information distribution system for 
use in distributing regional information to consumers through a communication network, 
said system comprising: 

• an information input terminal for making advertising data designating 
regions where said advertising data are distributed (Abstract, col.4 lines 6- 
24 and col. 5 lines 35-61; distribution and delivery advertising system 
based on location via input terminals); 

• a concentrated management server which is connected with said 
information input terminal through said communication network and 
which manages said advertising data (col.5 lines 14-34 and col7 line 54- 
col.8 line 36; pseudo proxy server and display-controlling server broadcast 
or multicast information to the display units); and 

• a regional distribution server which is connected with said concentrated 
management server through said communication network and which is 
integrated with a radio base station located per each region where said 
advertising data are distributed and which distributes said advertising data 
to a handy terminal existing within the area of said radio base station 
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(col.l5 line 39-coll6 line 48, col.l7 line 55-col.l8 line 67 and col.l9 line 
59-col.20 line 16; pseudo proxy server is in communication with the SDI 
server where advertising data in distributed based on the profiles and rules 
of user terminals). 

b. Claim 9 contains limitations that are substantially equivalent claim 1 and 
is therefore rejected under the same basis. 

c. Per claim 3, Herz et al teach a regional information distribution system as 
claimed in claim 1, wherein said information input terminal is located in a shop which 
requests distribution of said advertising data (col. 19 lines 19-67, col.25 lines 26-55 and 
col26 line 29-col.27 line 34; system allows for vendor/origin servers located within the 
vendor stores to query and request distribution of advertising data by contacting the SDI 
server). 

d. Per claim 6, Herz et al teach a regional information distribution system as 
claimed in claim 1, wherein said handy terminal has information filter function for 
determining favorable conditions of said advertising data for an owner of said handy 
terminal (col. 14 lines 58-62 and col.21 lines 23-55; system provides for information 
filters according to the user's information and preferences). 

e. Per claim 7, Herz et al teach a regional information distribution system as 
claimed in claim 6, wherein said regional distribution server distributes only a part of said 
advertising data to said handy terminal; said part of said advertising data complying with 
said favorable conditions determined by said information filter function (col. 26 lines 29- 
48; system provides for distribution of advertisements that are in compliance with user's 
information, location and preferences — only the information that meets the selected 
criteria is forwarded to the user's terminal). 
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f. Per claim 8, Herz et al teach a regional information distribution system as 
claimed in claim 1, further comprising a support server for distributing said advertising 
data in place of said regional distribution server, when load is concentrated on said 
regional distribution server (col.7 lines 8-16, col. 13 lines 25-33, coll4 lines 37-43 and 
col. 18 lines 7-22; the use of proxy servers imphes support servers for the management 
and distribution servers). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2, 4, 5 and 10-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Herz et al in view of Park (USPN 5,627,549). 

a. Per claim 2, Herz et al teach the system of claim 1 as applied above, yet 
fail to distinctly teach a regional information distribution system as claimed in claim 1, 
wherein date, time, and period for distributing said advertising data are added to said 
advertising data. However, Park teaches a distribution system that incorporates time- 
stamps with the advertising data records (col.7 Une 59-col.8 line 12). 

It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to provide time-stamp information with the 
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advertising data for the purpose of informing the user of the time the data was displayed 
and for archiving purposes. One skilled in the art would have been motivated to generate 
the claimed invention with a reasonable expectation of success. 

b. Claim 10 is substantially equivalent to claim 2 and is therefore rejected 
under the same basis. 

c. Claims 4 and 11 contain limitations substantially equivalent to claim 3 and 
are therefore rejected under the same basis. 

d. Per claim 5, Herz et al teach a regional information distribution system as 
claimed in claim 4, wherein information of position of said shop is linked to said regional 
distribution server (col. 19 lines 35-67; vendor's can provide location information to the 
SDI server or request updates from the central SDI server). 

e. Claim 12 is substantially equivalent to claim 5 and is therefore rejected 
under the same basis. 

f Claim 13 is substantially equivalent to claim 7 and is therefore rejected 
under the same basis. 

g. Claim 14 is substantially equivalent to claim 8 and is therefore rejected 
under the same basis. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
appHcant's disclosure. 
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a. Stem (USPN 6,553,404) discloses a digital system. 

b. Hild et al (USPN 6,532,368) disclose service advertisements in wireless 
local networks. 

c. Mikkola et al (USPN 6,529,143) disclose an information retrieval system. 



8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristie Shingles whose telephone number is 703-605- 
4244 (or 571-272-388 after 10/26/04). The examiner can normally be reached on 
Monday-Friday 8:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 703-305-4003. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this appHcation or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kristie Shingles 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2141 

LEHIENLUU 

PRIMARY EXAMINER 




